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Account of a GREEK MANUSCRIPT of SAINT 
MATTHEW'S GOSPEL, in the Library of TRINITY 
COLLEGE, DUBLIN. By the Rev. Mr. BARRETT, 
F.T.C.D. Communicated by the Rev. WILLIAM HAMIL- 
TON, F. T.C. D. Secretary to the Committee of Antiquities. 



Xa. M O N G the manufcripts in the collection of Trinity College Read No- 
there are fome which have been hitherto undefcribed, and which I78 <5. ' 
in general contain extracts from the writings of the Greek 
fathers. One of thefe is written over three other more ancient 
manufcripts ; the characters of which, though much effaced by 
art or time, are ftill fufficiently vifible to be read in moll places. 
One of thefe ancient manufcripts is found to contain a consider- 
able part of St. Matthew's Gofpel, and in a great meafure to 
fupply the deficient places in the Alexandrian, Efhrem and manu- 
fcript of Cambridge, and alfo in feveral manufcripts of the fecond 
clafs, or middle antiquity. 

In the following memoir I propofe to defcribe the above-men- 
tioned manufcript ; and to offer fome reafons reflecting its pro- 
bable date. 

( a) The 
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The modern manufcript, which is of quarto fize, and is I am 
of opinion of the thirteenth century, is divided into quaternions, 
of which the firft eleven, containing eighty-eight leaves, are 
wanting, and have been loft for at leaft one hundred and twenty 
years. The work of St. John Chryfojiom, on the priefthood, feems 
to have been written on them. On the twelfth quaternion, the 
modern manufcript is written over two fragments of Ifaiah^ the 
characters of which are of the firfl kind of uncials. On the 
thirteenth, and alfo fome others, it is written over fome orations 
of St. Gregory Nazianzen,. the characters of which refemble thofe 
of the copy of the fame work, made in the ninth century for 
the ufe of the Emperor Bafilius Macedo. Both thefe manufcripts 
are written in two columns upon each page, and the laft of them 
is every where marked with accents and fpirits : In the firft of 
them I have been able to difcover only one word marked with an 
accent and fpirit. On the fourteenth quaternion, and fome 
others, it is written over the gofpel of St. Matthew-, and the 
part of it which remains takes up fixty-four pages, of which 
fifty nine contain parts entirely wanting in the Alexandrian. Its 
characters are equal in fize to thofe in Montfaucon's fpecimen of 
the Cafarean Gene/is, and bear a great fimilitude to the characters 
of the Alexandrian. A fingle column occupies each page, in 
which it refembles the manufcript of Ephrem and feveral other 
ancient manufcripts. I mall compare this manufcript with the 
moft ancient extant, in the following particulars, the divifion 
of the text, orthography, interpunction and contractions. 

The moft early divifion of the facred text was made by the 
xeipoiXaix majora, with titles annexed ; of thefe there are fixty- 

eight 
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eight in St.. Matthew, and the firft of them commences at ch. ii. 
ver. i. By whom this divifion was introduced is unknown: 
but Dr. Mill fuppofes (Proleg. 354) with great probability, that 
it was made by Tatian in the fecond century, for the purpofe of 
compofing his harmony. For that it was made for the purpofe 
of an harmony Dr. Mill proves ; and the filence of Eufebius con- 
cerning this, when he mentions the other divifion introduced by 
Ammonius in the third century for the fame purpofe, is a fuffi- 
cient proof that it was not made by Ammonius. The next divi- 
fion was into the Ammonian feclions, made by Ammonius in the 
third century ; of thefe there are three hundred and fifty-five in 
St. Matthew. In the fourth century Eufebius accommodated the 
numbers of his canons to thefe fe&ions. The Alexandrian and 
Ephrem have all thefe numbers': the Teftament of Beza, or 
manufcript of Cambridge, has the fe&ions of Ammonius, but not 
the numbers of Eufebius (Millii Proleg. 1271) which are alfo 
wanting in this manufcript, which has all the reft. But Dr. 
Mill's reafon for the omiflion of thefe numbers in Beza's manu- 
fcript, " that the tranfcrrber had not the vermillion ready in 
" which it was ufual to write them, and therefore poftponed it," 
cannot have a place here ; as we have an inftance in this manu- 
fcript of an Ammonian fe&ion that is written in vermillion. The 
xeqxxXoax are put both in the margin and at the top of the page, 
which is done alfo in one part of the Alexandrian. 

With refpect to orthography, we may obferve in it the moft 
perfed agreement with the above mentioned manufcripts, which 
are the moft ancient extant ; as will appear in the following par- 
ticulars : 

(Q, 2) First. 
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First. It has the fame permutations of the vowels and 
diphthongs, e and at, t and a, which they have. Thefe aiu 
very frequent in the book of the Ads, which belonged to vene- 
rable Bede : and we may obferve m written for e, in one of the 
Corcyraan infcriptions. Vide Diarium Ital. p. 424. 

Secondly. It changes fome letters as they do. Thus it 
writes e for a ; thus htsptfuuvy for hegp*pif/e»ii, as in the Alexan- 
drian and Ephrem ; 'exa&eptoSvi for 'exoS-ap/c-S^ : The fame change is 
frequent in the manufcript of Beza. It alfo writes a, for e } 
thus e%r)X0uTS for eZfaQere, Matt. xi. 7. which is done in the fame 
place in Ephrem and Beza' s manufcript, and occurs in thefe 
manufcripts and the Alexandrian in Matt. xxvi. 39. We may 
obferve a fimilar change of thefe letters in the infcriptions copied 
by Pocock from the ftatue of Memnon, where l^&tyyuro is written 
for lZe<p8iyysTo. And Phrynichus, a grammarian of the fecond 
century, mentions and condemns (p. 31) a like confufion of 
thefe letters. It writes alfo I for 6, in the following inftance, 
BijJpayrf ; as in the Alexandrian, Bi$raJ5». The fame confufion 
of thefe letters is mentioned by Phrynichus, in the place to 
which I have referred above ; by Eujiathius, in his notes upon the 
twenty-firft book of the Iliad, page 1338, 1. 40 ; and by the author 
of the Etymologicon magnum of Sylburgius, p. 317, fub voce 
IsxSup. An inftance of a fimilar change may be found in the 
infcriptions of Palmyra, which write EaivSixoi for Setpdnto;. It is 
alfo believed that it writes Ippea-u for lv pia-u ■, which is done both 
in the Alexandrian, and Bede's manufcript of the A<2s. The 
Corcyraan Infcription (Vide Diar. Ital*. p. 415) writes, in the 
fame manner, eppijvt for h [tijvt ; and the Oxford Marbles. Vide 

Marmor. 
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Marmor. 3">. 1. 62. Both thefe infcriptions are written in the 
Doric dialed. 

Thirdly. It adds and omits a letter as they do. Thus 
Kyfttyopat for ■hfyofieu. Which is done, according to Smith, in the 
Cottonian Gofpels ; and occurs very . frequently in the Alexandrian^ 
Teftament of Beza, and Bede's manufcript of the Ads. It 
occurs in the Codex Coi/linianus No. 202. Vide Montfaucoris 
Specimen, Bibl. Coiilin. p. 262 ; and in the Codex Boernerianur^ 
vide JCu/ler's Preface. And the Ionic dialed! retains jt* in like 
manner. Thus, in Herodotus, l^u rt SI \q to cLvcuSeg&pov tTpa-mo, rijv 
fi.lv afelip ov XxfA^exi. Polymnia, ch. xxxix. See alfo Thalia, ch. 
cxxvii. It writes l»x wv °F t,evov and l^dma-av, as the Alexandrian, 
Ephrem, and Teftament of Beza do, in the very fame place j 
another inftance of which orthography occurs in Ads xxi. 31. 

Fourthly. It puts the augment before the prepofition; thus, 
eirpoipyTevo-ccv, Matt. xi. 14, which is done in the fame place in 
Ephrem and Beza's manufcript. It always adds v l<ps\Kvs»cov ; it 
expreffes numbers by words ; and always writes qvtu?, and not 
ovto, even though a confonant begins the following word. 

The fame agreement fubfifts between them in the inter- 
pundion. The moll ancient method of interpundion is by a 
fmgle point, which being placed either at the top, the middle or 
the bottom of the line, denotes a period, colon or femicolon. 
This method is ufed here alfo. And the marks of interrogation, 
which Montfaucon found only in manufcripts from the ninth cen- 
tury, are wanting. It agrees with them in having no accents 

or 
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or fpirits, neither from a firft or fecond hand ; and in being 
written without any diflinction of the words from each other. 
It marks * and u with double points, when they are not joined 
to another letter, and do not make a diphthong. In the Alex- 
andrian a fmall mark may be obferved, refembling the modern 
figure of the fpiritus lenis, and which frequently is put over the 
word at the end of a fyllable ; thus, ByS'traitix : I have obferved 
here one fnftance perfectly fimilar to the above ; thus, B^pa^?. 

With refpedt to contractions, no manufcript extant has fo 
few, as will appear from the following enumeration of its con- 
tractions. It has no word contracted which is not alfo con- 
traded in the Alexandrian, and of thefe it wants the fol- 
lowing. 

First. 'Ovpxvos and its cafes are in almoft every inftance uncon- 
tracted. This word is contracted in the Cafarean Genejis, Palaeog. 
p. 194: and in the Coijlinian manufcript, No. 1, of the fixth or 
feventh century ; Bibl. Coiflin. p. 3. It is almoft always con- 
tracted in Bede'% manufcript of the Acts. In the Teftament of 
Beza it is uncontracted, as appears from Mr. A/He's fpecimen ; and 
in the Cottonian Genejis. Vide Vetufta Monumenta fumptibus 
Societatis Antiquariorum, Tab. 1. Spec. 1. 

Secondly. *Y;o? and its cafes are almoft always uncontracted. 
This is done alfo in the Cottonian Genejis, Tab. 2. Speci. 5, and 
in Beza's manufcript, vide Mr. AJiles fpecimen. And in the 
book of the Acts, which belonged to Bede. And according to 
Smith, in the Cottonian Gofpels (Smith's Catalogue, p. 128.) And 

in 
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in the Colbertine, No. 3084. Palseog. Gr. p. 188. And in the 
manufcript, Sanger manenjis. Palasog. p. 219. In the' Alexan- 
drian, 'vtoq is fometimes uncontraded. 

Thirdly. MyTpog is uncontraded : alfo pj-repa, xvpw, and 
av9pu<7rotg, are fometimes uncontraded. But according to Smith 
(vide Smith's Cat. p. 128) the Cottonian Gofpels and Teftament 
of Beza contrad Kvptog. In the Cotton/an Gene/is, Tab. 1. Spec. 7. 
dvQfiuTrov is uncontraded. 

Fourthly. K«< is never contraded ; which is contraded in 
both the Cafarean Gene/is and Diofcorides. Palasog. p. 194 & 208. 
Nor is there any mark fubftituted for a* at the end of a verb, 
which is frequently done in the manufcript of Bede. 

I shall now proceed to mention other considerations, from 
which we may be able to draw fome conclufions refpeding its 
probable date ; and, to this purpofe, muft obferve that all writing 
in Greek manufbripts may be reduced to three claffes. The 
firft comprehends the manufcripts written in round and fquare 
uncials ; in the fecond are contained thofe written in oval, 
oblong and inclined uncials ; in the third thofe written in fmall 
letters. The firft clafs is referred to the fixth century, the fecond 
to the ninth, and the third has univerfally prevailed from the 
eleventh century. 

The following reafons will prove the manufcript in queftion 
to belong to the firft clafs : 

First. 
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First. It is written, as will appear from the Specimen an- 
PLATE. nexed, in round and fquare uncials. And this with fo much 
exa&nefs, that no variation from the round and fquare figure is 
to be perceived any where. Now, as antiquarians agree that the 
change in the capitals commenced in the eighth century, and all 
the fpecimens I have feen prove the fame, and as this argument 
is built on that which conftitutes the effential diftinclion between 
the two fpecies of writing, and which affects not a few but all 
the letters, it appears to me to put it beyond doubt that it pre- 
cedes the eighth century. 

Secondly. What has been proved before, from the form of 
all the letters in general, will alfo be confirmed from the figures 
of particular letters. Montfaucon lays it down as a mark of dis- 
tinction between the two kinds of manufcripts, that in the latter 
A and 9, to which we might alfo add feveral other letters, have 
altered their figure in the more ancient manufcripts, confiderably. 
No inftance of this change is here perceivable. The letters in 
the fecond clafs of manufcripts are loaded with a variety of 
Gothic ornaments ; and, to ufe Wetfteiris words, " funt pinguiores 
" et habent apices, et bafibus infiftunt." Vide Specimina in Palaeog. 
p. 219, 229, 232 & 234. Nothing fimilar is here perceivable. 
The larger capitals in thefe manufcripts are made, even from the 
eighth century (Palaeog. p. 254) in the form of pictures of 
remarkable events, and loaded with a variety of Superfluous 
lines. Palaeog. p. 229 & 234. And the figure of the crofs is to 
be met with at the ends of fente'nces. Vide Palaeog. p. 229, 
234 & 514. et Catal. Bibl. Laurentio Mediceae, Tom. ii. Tab. iii. 
Specimina vi. et viii. And Mr. ^Jile, Tab. ii. Spec, f. and xi. 

In 
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In this, although it is written with greater care than any other 
of which I have feen a fpecimen, nothing fimilar can be ob- 
ferved : The capitals here are always unornamented, and put 
without the line. Nothing can be more fimple, and at the 
fa.me time more beautiful, than the forms of the letters, 
which are deftitute of every ornament, although the greateft care 
and pains are every where vifible in the making of them. 
Wherefore, what I before inferred from its having all the figns 
of antiquity, I now conclude from its wanting all the figns of 
modernnefs. 

A third argument is drawn from the want of fpirits and 
accents ; which having been before confined to the books of the 
grammarians, were, according to Montfaucon (Palaeog. p. 223) 
firft introduced into the manufcripts in the feventh century. 
And as I cannot upon a very diligent enquiry find them in this 
manufcript, it forms a very ftrong argument that it precedes the 
feventh century. The Ca/'arean Diofcorides of the fixth, and Claro- 
montane of the feventh century (vide Palseog. p. 217, and Lambe- 
cius's Comment, de Bibl. Caefarea, Tom. ii. p. 521) are written with 
accents and fpirits : alfo the Coiflinian manufcripts, No 1 and 
No. 202 (vide Bibl. Coiflinian. p. 1 and 252) which are of the 
fixth century. But in thefe manufcripts the accents are fup- 
pofed to have been put by a fecond hand. 

I shall now proceed to confider fome objections which may 
be made to this conclufion, " that it precedes the feventh cen- 
" tury," and which might lead us to fuppofe it pofterior in point 

(R) of 
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of time to the celebrated manufcripts of the Gofpels of the firft 
clafs ; and they may be reduced to thefe two : 

First. That the letters of this manufcript are in general 
more curved than thofe of the aforefaid, in which the ftrokes 
are for the moft part rectilineal ; and therefore that this manu- 
fcript is lefs ancient. 

Secondly. That there are fome letters in it which have 
forms that may be obferved in certain fpecimens of the feventh 
century. 

I readily allow that the moft ancient forms of the Greek 
letters were compofed of right lines, for this conclufion will 
force itfelf upon us, whether we confult our reafon or our expe- 
rience. The firft writing was upon hard fubftances, and on fuch 
the right line is moft eafily formed : The firft writing then muft 
have confifted of letters that were rectilineal^ and confequently 
muft be angular and ftot curved. And on the moft ancient 
monuments of Greece, for example, the Amyclaan infcription, 
every letter is compofed of right lines (fee Mr. AJlle, Tab. II.) 
and no letter occurs that is curved. And this cannot be con- 
fidered merely as a neceffary effect from the nature of the fub- 
ftance on which this infcription is written ; becaufe in after 
times, on the fame fubftances, the very fame letters are formed 
of curve lines. We muft therefore conflder it as arifing 
from this circumftance j that in that early period the Greek 
alphabet was entirely compofed of rectilineal letters $ and this 

again 
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again is ultimately refolved into the nature of the fubftances on 
which they wrote. And among moft or all barbarous nations 
we (hall find their alphabets to confift chiefly of rectilineal let- 
ters ; for example, the Runic, and the Englifh black letter. But 
then I affert on the other hand, 

First. That curvature in the letters of the Greek alphabet 
is alfo exceeding ancient. In a Lacedamonian infcription (Mr. 
Aftk on the Origin and Progrefs of Writing, Tab. II.) bearing 
the names of Akamenes and Theopomfus, the letters B, E, £ and 
O are curved. In the Sigean infcription, dated 594 years before 
Chrift, <J>, O and are round, and the £ is fometimes rectilineal 
and fometimes curved, The fame forms may be obferved on the 
Deliart infcription of Tournefort. And in the Ionic infcriptions 
of Montfaucon, Palaeog. p. 135, dated 450 years before Chrift, 
the fame may be obferved. 

Secondly. The fame argument which proves rectilineal letters, 
when the queftion is concerning hard fubftances to precede curved^ 
will prove in the cafe of foft fubftances curved letters to precede 
angular ; becaufe curved letters are more eafily formed upon foft 
fubftances. I do not however mean to aflert that this is the cafe, 
for I think the contrary moft probable ; but I only deny that it 
is a neceflary confequence, that becaufe the firft writing on hard 
fubftances was rectilineal, that therefore the firft writing on foft 
fubftances fliould be fo : Becaufe this argument concludes that to 
hold true of foft fubftances which is true of hard fubftances, 
although the reafon why it holds true in the latter kind is, be- 

(R 2) caufe 
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caufe they are hard. Thus it concludes equally of both fub- 
ftances, although it is founded upon the effential diftintlion that 
fubfifts between them. I own it feems not improbable that the 
firft writing upon foft fubftances was re&ilineal, in imitation of 
that which preceded it j but then, from the reafon above alfigned, 
the curve line muft have almoft immediatejy fucceeded j and then 
tlje infcriptions that are pofterior in date, would, in imitation 
hereof, exhibit curved letters. And therefore I conclude, from 
considering the Amycltean and Sigean infcriptions, that writing on 
foft fubftances was probably introduced between the dates of 
thofe two infcriptions. 

Thirdly. The conclufion of the learned editor of the Alex- 
andrian is the fame with what I have before admitted, ** that 
" in writing upon foft fubftances angular letters precede curved :" 
But the principle on which he founds this conclufion, " be- 
" caufe they are more difficult to be formed, and whatever is more 
" difficult is alfo more ancient," being admitted, would entirely 
remove the firft objection. For, according to this reafoning, 
curved muft precede angular letters in writing upon hard fub- 
ftances. 

Fourthly. When I admit this conclufion, does it not thence 
follow that I admit the point in queftion, that this manufcript 
Is lefs ancient than the celebrated manufcripts of the firft- clafs \ 
To this I anfwer, Not, for the following reafons : 

First. 
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First. At the very time thefe manufcripts were written the 
fame letters were differently formed ; and fometimes they con- 
futed of right lines and were angular, and fometimes were curved. 
To prove this we muft have recourfe to the manufcripts them- 
felves. In the Alexandrian, I inflance in the letters B and C», 
and alfo in M. In the Cottonian Gene/is, in M and <E». In Ephrem^ 
in the letters E and X, Palaeog. p. 214. In the Ceefarean Diof- 
corides, in the letters 3 (as appears from comparing Dr. Woide\ 
Specimen with that of Lambecius) and Y (as appears from com- 
paring Lambecius's Specimen, Palaeog. p. 202, with that of NeJJe- 
lius y Tom. 1, Tab. K. L. M). In this manufcript, in the letters 
A. B. T. O. X. S. Wherefore the fame letters having been formed 
variously by the fame hand and at the fame time, with refpeft 
to the number and nature of the lines that compofe them, I am 
led to believe that no conclufive argument can be founded on 
this for determining the relative ages of the manufcripts. 

Secondly. Manufcripts of the middle antiquity or ninth 
century abound with letters which are not lefs re&ilineal and 
angular than thofe in manufcripts of the firft clafs. Thus the 
letters Sand B, in the Codex Hark/anus, No. 5598, Palasog. p. 514. 
And the letter "*" in manufcripts of the ninth century (Palasog. 
p. 232 & 234) is compofed of right lines, and thofe as few in 
number as poifible, both which are marks of the form being 
ancient. And in fadt fuch form of f occurs on the Bajilidian 
Gems (Palaeog. p. 180, 338). Wherefore this argument can have 
place only in comparing manufcripts of the fame clafs together, 
in which cafe it will produce contradictory conclufions ; and if 

carried 
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carried to its whole extent, will lead us to abfurd conclu- 



sions. 



On the whole I fee nothing abfurd or impofiible in the cafe 
of ancient forms occurring in manufcripts lefs ancient than them- 
felves j and the only cafe from which we can fafely conclude, 
feems to be from that of forms confefTedly modern occurring in 
manufcripts whofe dates are fuppofed antecedent to the intro- 
duction of thofe forms ; and this brings me to confider the fe- 
cond objection. Which is, that the forms of A. A. A. M. T. ob- 
ferved in this manufcript occur alfo in Turonen/is, a manufcript 
referred upon conjecture to the feventh century, and in fomc 
other fpecimens of the feventh or eighth century, Palaeog. p. 214, 
224. But thefe forms can be proved both from the infcriptions 
and manufcripts* to precede the- feventh century. For with ref- 
pecl to this form of M, we have the exprefs affertion of Mont- 
faucon (Palaeog. p. 130, 171, 142, 180) and we may obferve it 
to occur on the Palmyrenian infcriptions, and thofe which Pocock 
copied from the ftatue of Memnon, and which are dated in the 
reign of Adrian. On thefe laft we may obferve alfo the fame 
forms of A and A which occur here ; and we have in the Marmora 
Oxon. Lond. 1732, p. 594, an infcription where the A is made as 
here. In the appendix of the preface to Gudi'us's infcriptions, 
we may find fome inftances of a flmilar form of A. Similar 
forms of thefe letters occur alfo in infcriptions of uncertain date, 
in a book entitled Siciliae et objacentium Infularum infcriptionum 
Colleclio. Panormi 1769. See Proleg. p. 39, 42 & 43. The form 
of T which occurs here may be obferved in infcriptions of every 

age. 
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age. And with refpedt to the manufcripts, the Cottonian Genejir 
fupplies us with an inftance of fuch a form of M, when it is 
at the end of a line (fee Mr. Ajik's Specimen, Tab. III). Alfo 
the A and A in the Specimen of Beza's Teftament, and a A in 
the Specimen of the Coijlinian manufcript, No. 202, feem to 
refemble the fame letters here. With refpect to the letter A, it 
has in this manufcript two forms ; in both the principal ftroke is 
a perpendicular right line ; but in one the letter is compofed of 
two other right lines, forming angles with each other and the 
perpendicular ; in the other, one round line feems to have been 
fubftituted for thefe two. The firft form I have not met with 
any where elfe ; the fecond form is found in Turonen/is, and 
alfo is very fimilar to an A in the Specimen of Bedes manufcript. 
But hence we cannot deduce that it is of the fame date with 
Turonerijis, inafmuch as this laft manufcript is not written in 
round and fquare uncials, and rauft be therefore lefs ancient. It 
is alfo not unlike the A of Cyril's alphabet, as reprefented in the 
Encyclopedie, Tom. 2, des Planches, Tab. XI. Paris 1763, where 
the principal ftroke is made a perpendicular ; which ftroke in 
other copies of the fame alphabet is reprefented as inclined. 
And we muft obferve that all the manufcripts give this letter a 
form very different from what may be obferved in the infcrip- 
tions (Palseog. p. 142) except only a few infcriptions in which 
the fame form occurs, vide Marm. Oxon. p. 572, & Sicilian Infcrip- 
tionum Colleclio, p. 241. The greateft difference between this 
manufcript and thofe of the firft clafs is in this letter ; but hence 
we cannot infer it lefs ancient than them, as we have no autho- 
rity for afferting that the A in Greek manufcripts never had this 
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figure prior to the feventh century. It feems to have it in the 
manufcript of Bede, which is referred by Mr. Aftle to the fifth 
century. 

From thefe arguments, compared with the defcription above 
given, we may I think fafely conclude that this manufcript is 
not pofterior to the fixth century. A greater antiquity than this 
cannot be inferred from merely confidering the letters, in any 
manufcript, according to Montfaucon. There are 1 neverthelefs 
not wanting arguments for a higher antiquity, of .which the 
principal is a mod ftriking agreement between its various readings 
and thofe of the moft ancient fathers and verfions, and a total 
difagreem'ent from the manufcripts of the fecond clafs. It has 
alfo a wonderful agreement in its readings in many places with 
Beza's Teftament, and like it omits the doxology ; from which it 
would feem to follow that it precedes the end of the fourth 
century. To this conclufion only two objections can be made ; 
one is, that it has been interpolated from the Latin Vulgate-, 
but this argument feems to be a petitio principii\ for it cannot 
have been interpolated from that verfion, unlefs we fuppofe it 
pofterior to the end of the fourth century, when that verfion was 
made, which is the point in queftion. Another and more fpe- 
cious objection is, that it omits it becaufe its original omitted it, 
and that this original preceded that time. This would be a 
fufficient reafon if the manufcript wanted the figns of antiquity, 
and if it appeared from every other confideration that this manu- 
fcript belonged to the middle ages. But as there appears nothing 
to limit its age, and it may have all that antiquity, it will be 

more 
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more reafonable to fuppofe it that original itfelf. We rnuft add 
to this the great refemblance between it and the Alexandrian in 
many of its letters ; thus we have in an Ammonian feclion, a 
figure of the Epifemon B*u, perfectly like to that which Mont- 
faucon obferved in a Greek coin of Gallienus and of his fue- 
ceflbr Claudius, and on other monuments of the fame age, the 
third century, Palasog. p. 128, which figure alfo nearly occurs in 
the Alexandrian. In the letter Y it perfectly refembles the Cotto- 
nian Genejis, whereas both Bezds Teftament and the manufcript 
of Bede give a very different form to this letter. We mould add 
to this, that it has a form of A which probably has not yet been 
met with in any manufcript. That mod like it may be found 
in the Cottonian Gene/is, which is different from the a of all the 
manufcripts, and differs from this chiefly in the inclination of 
the principal line, which is here perpendicular. It has alfo the 
rectilineal 8 of the Colbertine, No. 3084, and of Ephrem. The want 
of the Eufebian numbers, when it has the Ammonian fe&ions, will 
be another great argument, and the more efpecially when we con- 
sider that both Ephrem and the Alexandrian have them, and Beza's 
Teftament only wants them. I cannot alfo pafs over my fufpicion 
that this manufcript has been originally written on purple parch- 
ment, a practice of the higheft antiquity; for St. Jerom, in the fourth 
century, defcribes the ancient manufcripts as written on purple 
parchment ; and many of the ancient authors mention the cuftom 
of ftaining the parchment on which they wrote. The fame fubftance 
which was ufed to difcharge the writing has in a great meafure dis- 
charged the colour of the parchment j notwithstanding which it 
in many places appears plainly ftained with a colour, and this 
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colour in the judgment of many perfons who have feen it Was 
originally a purple j for it now appears a faint purple. Another 
argument of the greateft weight is the paucity of its contrac- 
tions j as I apprehend it will be found that no manufcript known 
has fewer. 



